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or, as he also says, between " material and form ", or again
" passivity and activity" (affectedness and active thinking)1
—as unbridgeable, "The distance between sensation and
thinking" is "infinite" and "any sort of mediation is
absolutely inconceivable". The two " conditions are
opposed to each other, and can never be joined."2 But
both instincts are insistent, and as " energies "—as Schiller
himself in very modern fashion regards them8—they need,
and in fact, demand effective " discharge ". " The demands
of both the material and the formative instincts are a serious
matter; for the one is related in cognition to the reality
while the other to the necessity of things/** "But the
discharge of energy of the sensuous instinct must, in no
way, have the effect of a physical disability or a blunting
of sensation, which only deserves universal contempt—it
must be an act of freedom, an activity of the person,
tempering everything sensual by its moral intensity."5
" Only to the mind may sense give place." It must follow,
then, that the mind may give place only in favour of sense.
Schiller, it is true, does not say this directly, but it is surely
implied where he says:
" Just as little should this discharge of the formative instinct
have the effect of a spiritual disablement and a loosening of the
powers of thought and of will; for this would mean a lowering
of mankind, "Abundance of sensations must be its honourable
source; sensuousness itself must maintain her province with
conquering power and resist the despotism which the mind with
its encroaching activity would willingly inflict upon her."
In' these words a recognition of the equal rights of
«sensuousness"6 and spirituality is expressed. Schiller
i In contrast to the reactiv* thinking previously referred to.
» Um* XXIII, pp. 90 ff.	8 XIU> P' 68,	* XV, p. 76.
b XIU> pp. 68 ff,
* " Sensuousness " unfortunately does not carry the ambivalence
that is contained in the German Sinntichkeit, which has equally the
meaning of sensuality, It is, therefore, important to point out that
in all these latter quotations from Schiller the ambivalent significance
is definitely intended, [Translator]

